
eB'on to retiogate issues that the Commission has already decided and that the Coun of Appeals has

already af6rmed.

MArion for Stu

Ameritech MieN.. requests dw the COmmissiOIl immediately stay the efFecl ofits order while

it considers the petition for rehearing and the motion to reopen the record and. in additio~ if it

denia the reJief thai Ameritcch Michigan seeks in those filings, that die Commission grant a stay

for another 30 days to permit it to seek reliefin the courts.

The motion for a Stay is appropriately seen as a request for rehearing ofthe June 26. 1996

order. which provided that Ameritech Michigan was to comply within 30 days. By not immediately

granting the motion (or a stay, the Commission effectively denied the motion. The CommissioD

also fiads tIw it should deny the request for a further delay in Ameritech Michipn'J compliance

with the 1une 26. 1996 order. The'Commission preYiously determined that dialing parity should

occur OIlIaauary 1, 1996. The Commission mea concluded in the 1une 26, 1996 order that the

1995 amendments to the Ar.t delayed implemeDWion ofdialing parity for all bur 10''' ofAmeritech

Michigan's exchanges UDtil May 2. 1996, but the Commission granted a delay in compliance with

that order for 30 days. 'Ibe Commissioll does not find that a Nrtber delay ollm issue that has beeIl

eaensively licipted is warranted or in the public interest.

llegyca fPr CJarifiqtjon

MCI aad ATilT assert that Ameritech Mic:bipa has interpreted the Commission's order u

pro.ndiDg it with the choice to implement dialing parity or to gram a SS% discount in access

charges. AT&T relies on III Ameritech Michigan t.arift: press release, and letter to interexcblftll



carriers, all incticIti"g that Ameritech Michigan views itself'u haYing a choice to implement dialln&

parity or to offer a diSCOWIl on access charges. MCI relies on two letters to interexchange carriers.

There is DO basis for such an interprewion. Ordering paragraph -A" ofthe order says: "Within

30 daYIt Ameritecb Miehigm shaD provide inuaLATA dialinS parity in the manner and accordiDglO

the schedule called for in the Commission's February 24, 1994, July 19, 1994, and March 10, 1995

orden ill this docket." 0rderina parasraph "'B" says: "Within 30 days, Ameritech Michigan shall

impiemalt I SS% discount on ac:ceu charges in c:enual officeswh~ in violation Qfme conversion

schedule called for by the Commission's Februry 24, 1994. July 19, 1994, and Mvch 10, 1995

orden ill this docket, Amelitech Michigan &ils to provide UuraLATA dialing parity [emphasis

added]." There is no "or' or "in the altemadve"linkins those paragraphs. Thus, the June 26, 1996

order did DOl give Ameritech Miempn a choice to violate the orders requiring dialing parity and it,

is UDneCeSSiry to clarify. the order. The Commission reiterates that the discount is to be offered for

tho.. exchanges in which Ameriteeh Michigan is ill violation ofthe Commission's mndated

CiOIIVersion schedule. Ifthe violatioDs~ the Commission has jurisdiction under the As;t to

On the otha' band., the CO""'DiSliOR also finds no basis in the prior orders for extending the

diSCOUDt to cover aD imruWe ac:ceu chirps, as Mel requests. From the bqinnin& this c:ase baa

been about 0ftIy intraLATA calls. Mel bas offered DO reasoned basis for now expanding the :scope

oCdIe cue.

The COmmissiOD FINDS that:

a. JuriJdietion is pursuant to 1991 PA 119, as amended by 1995 PA216, MC- 484.2101

et seq.~ MSA 22.1469(101) et seq.; 1969 PA 306, as amended, MCL 24.201 et seq.;

Pace?
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MSA 3.560(101) It seq.; aad the Cornmis.sion's Rules ot"Practice and Procedure. 1992 Mes,

R,460.17101 et seq.

b. The petition for rehearing. the motion to reopen the record, and the motion for a stay

should be denied.

c. Alneritecb Michigan should provide intraLATA dialing parity in the manner and according

to the schedule callecllor by the CommissiOQ's prior orders in thiJ case.

mEREFORE;1T IS ORDERED tbat:

A Arnaitec:b Michigan's petition for rehearing, motion to reopen the record, and motion for &

stay are deniecl

B. Eff'ective immediately, Ameritech Michigan sbaU provide intnLATA dialing parity in the

rnanacr and KCOrding to the schedule called for in the Commission's February 24, 1994, July 19,

1994, Mardt 10, 1995. and June 26, 1996 orders in this docket.

C. Effective immedialely. Ameritec:h~gan shall implement a SS% discount on intraLATA

acceu charges in central offices where, ill violaUon ofthe conversion schedule ca1led for by the

Commission's February 24, 1994, July 19, 1994, March 10, 1995, and Iune 26, 1996 orders in this

doclrzt, Ameritech MichipD &iJs to provide intraLATA dialing parity.

D. The Execudve Secnlcary sball place I c:opy oftbis order in the docket in Case No. 0.-11104.

The Commission reserves jurisdiction and may issue tunher' orders u necessary.
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Any party desiring to appeal this order must do $0 in the appropriate court within 30 days aAer

i.""" aDd notice ofthis order, pursuant to MCL 462.26; MSA 22.45.

MICHIGAN PUBUC SERVICE COMMISSION

1s11Qbn at Strand

(SEAL)

I.N Jobo C Shu
Commissioner

/JI Duid A Svanda
Commissioner

By its KUOft ofOctobcr 7, 1996.

IW DprmAY Wideman
Its Executive Secrerary


